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AMENDMENT IN RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION DATED 03/25/2003 

Dear Sir; 

In response to the Advisory Action dated March 25, 2003 and with reference 
to the Annendnnent dated January 2, 2003 in response to the Office Action of 
October 2, 2002, Applicants submit the following comments: 

In the Advisory Action, it is asserted that the Amendment dated January 2, 
2003 in response to the Office Action of October 2, 2002 is not fully responsive to the 
rejection of the present application set forth in the Office Action of October 2, 2002. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this assertion and submit that the Amendment 
dated January 2, 2003 in response to the Office Action of October 2, 2002 is fully 
responsive to the rejection of the present application set forth in the Office Action of 



October 2, 2002. 

In the Office Action of October 2, 2002, the sole grounds of rejection of claims 
6 - 16 of the present application is the rejection of claims 6 - 16 as being 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C 103 (a) over US Patent No. 4.653,732 to Wunning et 
al. Applicants have submitted the Amendment dated January 2, 2003 in response to 
the Office Action of October 2, 2002 which traverses the rejection of claims 6 - 16 by 
specifically pointing out the differences between the apparatus for the thermal 
treatment of metallic workpieces recited in claims 6 - 16 of the present application 
and the device disclosed in US Patent No. 4,653,732 to Wunning et al. Accordingly, 
it is submitted that the Amendment dated January 2, 2003 in response to the Office 
Action of October 2, 2002 fully responded to the sole grounds of rejection of claims 6 
- 16 of the present application as set forth in the Office Action of October 2, 2002. 

Additionally, in the Amendment dated January 2, 2003 in response to the 
Office Action of October 2, 2002, Applicants submitted new claims 17-20 for entry 
into the record. Applicants respectfully submit that the present application satisfies 
the requirements of 35 U.S.C 101 et seq. and the other applicable requirements with 
respect to new claims 17-20. For example. Applicants respectfully submit that the 
present application provides the required disclosure of the apparatus for the thermal 
treatment of metallic workpieces recited in new claims 17-20. However, Applicants 
earnestly solicit the Examiner to identify any feature of the apparatus for the thermal 
treatment of metallic workpieces recited in new claims 17-20 with respect to which it 
is believed that adequate support is not found in the present application and 
Applicants would be willing to point out the disclosure of such feature in the present 
application. 
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Applicants thus continue to submit that claims 6 - 20 are now in condition for 
allowance and that non-elected claims 1-5 should now be considered and early 
action toward these ends is respectfully requested. 

However, should the Examiner have any further comments or suggestions, 
the undersigned would very much welcome a telephone call in order to resolve any 
outstanding issues and expedite placement of the application into condition for 
allowance. 



Respectfully Submitted, 



Robert W. Becker, Reg. No. 26,255 
for applicant(s) 
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